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The Last Testament, Vol 1
Chapter #1

Chapter title: The Blessed One
17 July 1985 om in Jesus Grove

[NOTE: this discourse is published in The Last Testament Volume 1, chapter 1.]
Ken Kashiwahara

GOOD MORNING AMERICA

ABC NETWORK

USA

QUESTION: BHAGWAN, FIRST OF ALL, THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR
SPEAKING WITH US TONIGHT. A NUMBER OF YEARS AGO, YOU
ADOPTED A VOW OF SILENCE. RECENTLY, YOU HAVE DECIDED TO
SPEAK OUT TO YOUR SUPPORTERS AND THEN TO US HERE TODAY. WHY
HAVE YOU DECIDED TO SPEAK OUT NOW?

ANSWER: I live spontaneously. I never decide anything beforehand. I keep
tomorrow open. If I feel like speaking, I speak. If I feel like being silent, then
there is no other way than to be silent. And I never ask myself why, because no
why is answerable. All answers are arbitrary. So I simply go on floating with the
river, never asking where it is going, why it is going, where it is going to end.
And this is my basic approach to life: a total letgo.

Q: WAS THERE A REASON THAT YOU DECIDED TO ADOPT THE VOW OF
SILENCE IN THE FIRST PLACE, OR WAS THERE ALSO NO REASON?

A: There is never any reason. I don't live by reason. I simply allow things to
happen. I don't know why I became silent. I don't know why I started to speak
again, but I enjoyed being silent and I'm enjoying being out of silence again. I
don't know about tomorrow. I may be silent, I may be speaking. I may not be
here at all.

Q: WHEN YOU WENT BEFORE THE IMMIGRATION SERVICE FOR A VISA
AS A RELIGIOUS LEADER, THE COMMENT WAS MADE BY THE OFFICIALS
OF THE SERVICE THAT HOW COULD YOU BE A RELIGIOUS LEADER IF
YOU DIDN'T SPEAK? DID THAT HAVE ANY INFLUENCE ON YOU AT ALL?

A: No. Nothing influences me. Nor do I want anybody to be influenced by me,
because the very fact of being influenced is a kind of mental slavery. I keep



myself totally free from influences, and I never influence anybody, never try to
convert, convince anybody.

I am the first one who can claim to be religious. The whole past and its religions
have been pseudo, false. To me religion has a totally different meaning. There is
no God. There is no heaven and hell. All those past religions have exploited man
with fear of hell and greed for heaven, and all those religions have kept man
retarded, dependent on God, a big daddy somewhere above who is taking care
of you. This made man irresponsible. This made man unintelligent.

My religion is basically centered around consciousness, silence, and silence has
its own way of communication. Just as words speak, but can be misunderstood-
they ARE misunderstood-silence also speaks. It also can be misunderstood. To
understand silence, the other side, the receiving side, should also be silent. Then
there is a meeting of the hearts. Something starts falling into tune, harmony, a
kind of synchronicity. Nothing is said, nothing is heard, but everything is
understood. Lovers know it; just sitting side by side saying nothing, something
goes on moving between them.

Q: IF YOU WERE TO EXPLAIN TO SOMEONE LISTENING AND WATCHING
WHO KNOWS NOTHING ABOUT YOU OR YOUR RELIGION...

WHAT IS YOUR THEOLOGY, WHAT IS YOUR BELIEF WHAT DO YOU
STAND FOR, WHAT ARE YOU TRYING TO ACHIEVE?

A:Thave no system of belief I have no catechism like Christians, and I don't have
any dogmas, principles, theology. If somebody wants to understand me he will
have to learn meditation, learn being silent and sit with me, live with me. There
is no other way. All those belief systems are nothing but a process of
conditioning you.

A belief simply means you don't know -- still you believe. My effort here is that
you never believe unless you know. When you know, there is no question of
believing, you know it. I destroy all belief systems and I do not give you any
substitute. Hence, it is not easy to understand me.

Q: YOU HAVE NO PHILOSOPHY OF LIFE?

A: No philosophy of life. I have LIFE itself. There are people who have
philosophies of life, but they don't have any life.

Q: YOUR PHILOSOPHY, IF THERE IS ONE, HAS BEEN EXPRESSED IN "THE
THREE L'S, " LOVE, LIFE, LAUGHTER. IS THAT A PHILOSOPHY OF LIFE?

A: No.

Q: COULD YOU EXPLAIN THAT?



A: It is just a consequence of being silent and in tune with existence. Love arises
in you. Life becomes abundant; laughter, for no reason, just because this whole
existence is so hilarious. This is not philosophy, this is the consequence of being
silent.

Q: ISIT TO ENJOY LIFE AND NOT WORRY ABOUT TOMORROW?

A: There is no tomorrow. If there is tomorrow, you cannot stop worrying about
it. Tomorrow never comes, it is a process of worrying. Nor is there any
yesterday. One is no more, one is not yet. All that is in our hands is the present
moment, now, here. And this is a miraculous experience. If there is no yesterday,
no tomorrow, and this very moment you are silent, all worrying disappears. All
imagining, dreaming, projecting disappears.

And it is not that you have to enjoy this moment. That rejoicing arises out of this
moment. But you are never here, you are always somewhere else. You are never
in the now, you are always then. Otherwise, everything is available, but you are
absent. I want my people to understand a very simple fact -- not a philosophy,
something existential, not philosophical -- be present to this moment and then
see what happens.

Q: LET ME ASK YOU ABOUT SOMETHING YOU SAID A MOMENT AGO.
YOU SAID YOU DIDN'T BELIEVE IN CONTROLLING PEOPLE, AND HAVE
NO CONTROL. BUT DO YOU NOT HAVE EITHER CONTROL OR
TREMENDOUS INFLUENCE OVER 350,000 OF YOUR FOLLOWERS?

A: 1 don't have any control. I don't give these half million people who love me
any discipline. I don't give them any commandments. I insistently emphasize
that they are not my followers, but only fellow travelers. It is up to them to go a
few miles with me or not to go. If they join with me, I'm happy; when they
depart, I say goodbye.

Q: IF THEY LOOK TO YOU, THEY WORSHIP YOU, WOULD THEY THEN
NOT DO WHATEVER YOU TELL THEM?

A: 1 am trying on my part that there should be no worship. They should not be
influenced by me. But if they worship and if they go on being influenced, they
are not understanding me.

Q: WHO IS BHAGWAN SHREE RAJNEESH? HOW DID YOU BECOME
BHAGWAN?



A: The word Bhagwan means "the Blessed One." When people started feeling my
blessing throbbing in their hearts, when they started feeling that something has
happened to me of immense value which they would like to share, they started
calling me Bhagwan. I could not deny it because it was a fact: I was the Blessed
One.

Q: HOW DID YOU KNOW THAT YOU WERE THE BLESSED ONE?
A: How do I know when I have a headache? I know

Q: WHEN DID YOU KNOW IT?

A: Thirty-two years ago.

Q: HOW DID YOU KNOW IT?

A: That question is absurd. When you are sick, you know. How do you know?
When you are healthy, you know. How do you know? That "how" is absurd. You
simply know it.

Q: WAS THERE A VISION?

A: No, there is no question of vision. Vision is always objective, of something
else. It was an experiencing. Not even an experience, but experiencing. I was full
of it. I was it. And since then not for a single moment have I been otherwise. It
was not something that happened and disappeared. It was a transformation. It
has remained with me.

Q: DID YOU KNOW AS A CHILD, FOR EXAMPLE, THAT YOU WOULD
BECOME THE ENLIGHTENED ONE?

A: No. I never knew... not even a single moment before. But I was searching from
my very childhood. I was seeking and trying in every possible way not to be
influenced by any religion, by any ideology, because if I am already having a
faith, already believing, the search stops. The inquirer has to be very alert and
aware that no belief enters into his being. He has to remain open and agnostic,
knowing perfectly well that he does not know. From that space of not knowing,
the search, the seeking, arises. But who can say when it is going to be fulfilled? It
is unpredictable.

Q: DO YOU CONSIDER YOURSELF A GOD?



A: My God! There is no God, so how can I consider myself a god? God is the
greatest lie invented by man.

Q: WHY?

A: Because man feels so helpless, so afraid of death, so burdened with life's
problems. Because he has been raised by a father, by a mother, and those were
the beautiful days -- no responsibility, no worry -- somebody was taking care of
him. That psychological childhood is projected into all the religions: God
becomes the father. And there are a few religions in which God becomes the
mother. It is a simple psychological projection of a child. It has no basis in reality.
And whenever you are afraid, whenever you are in trouble, you start seeking
help. No help ever comes. Even Jesus on the cross was waiting for the help to
come, and finally got disappointed and shouted, "Father, have you forsaken me?"
A great doubt must have arisen in him, a great question. Nothing is happening,
and he was believing all these years that God would come to save him, his only
begotten son. Nobody came. Jesus Christ must have died in utter
disillusionment.

I don't have any illusion. I cannot be disillusioned.

Q: HE ALSO SAID, "FATHER, FORGIVE THEM FOR THEY KNOW NOT
WHAT THEY DO."

A: That was again the same mind. I call Jesus' mind sick.
Q: WHY?

A: Because his whole life... whatsoever he was teaching and doing was just nuts.
Only a crackpot can claim to be the only son of God. And then, preaching to
people that he is the savior, and whosoever is with him will be saved, and
whosoever is not with him will fall into hell -- eternal hell... all these things. His
behavior: he cursed a fig tree because he and his disciples were hungry and there
were no fruits on the fig tree. In fact, it was not the season; it was not the fault of
the fig tree, but he cursed the fig tree.

I cannot conceive of this man as sane. And this prayer to God that, "Forgive these
people because they know not what they are doing," is again out of that same
arrogant, egoistic idea. I don't think that it is out of compassion. It is the
emphasis of the Christians for centuries that out of compassion he prayed even
for his enemies. But let me repeat his sentence: "Forgive these people because
they know not what they are doing." In fact, it was not an act of compassion, he
was still condemning the people that they knew not and he knew.



Q: BUT HAVEN'T THERE BEEN SOME TEACHINGS HANDED DOWN FROM
JESUS WHICH FORM THE BASIS OF MUCH THAT IS GOOD IN
CIVILIZATION TODAY?

A: Nothing. Not a single thing has come out of Jesus which has helped humanity
in any way. All those teachings have proved not blessings, but curses. They are
beautiful words and because they have been repeated so often, you have -- and
everybody has -- forgotten the implications of them.

He says, "Blessed are the poor, for theirs is the kingdom of God." It looks
beautiful, but basically it is ugly. It is a consolation to the poor. It is an
exploitation of the poor. It is giving false hope to the poor, and the ultimate result
is that the world has remained poor.

Who would not like to inherit the kingdom of God? Jesus says that even a camel
can pass through the eye of a needle, but a rich man cannot enter through the
gates of heaven. Now this man is responsible for all the poverty in the world. He
is condemning richness. He is condemning the creativity which can make the
world rich.

I am all for richness in all dimensions, and I cannot say, Blessed are the poor.
That is just what Karl Marx said: Opium of the people. It is possible to use
beautiful words, but if you go into the implications, what are the Christians
doing today and what have they done for two thousand years? They will open
orphanages. They are against birth control. They are against abortion.

Q: SOME OF THEM.

A: Those who are not will soon be expelled. They are being expelled. And those
who are... for example the pope himself is against abortion, against birth control.
He is against the greatest revolution in humanity -- the pill. Population goes on
growing, poverty goes on growing, and who is responsible for this? I think these
people are criminals.

Q: THE POPE?

A: The pope. He should be behind bars.

Q: WHY?

A: Teaching such stupid things to humanity: go on producing children -- they are
gifts of God. He is responsible for Ethiopia. He is responsible for poor India.
Anywhere poverty happens, these people are responsible. On the one hand, they

go on increasing the population, which is already too much, in the name of God.
But the real thing is that they can convert only the poor to Christianity. I have



never seen a single rich man being converted to Christianity in India. Beggars,
orphans, prostitutes-these people get converted.

Q: IS THERE ANY PART OF CHRISTIANITY, HINDUISM, BUDDHISM, ANY
OF THE ESTABLISHED RELIGIONS THAT YOU THINK ARE GOOD?

A: Nothing is. I want to be finished with the whole past completely, I want it to
be erased completely. I want a discontinuity with the past. Only then the new
humanity is possible, a new world, a new man. So I categorically say everything
is wrong. And the proof is there: the whole world is in a mess. These are the
people who have given the world principles how to live, ideologies, systems.
This is the outcome of Buddhism, Hinduism, Christianity, Mohammedanism.
This is the outcome.

Q: YOU SAY THE WHOLE WORLD IS A MESS. WHAT IS IT THAT YOU'RE
TRYING TO CREATE IN MAN, IN THE WORLD?

A: I'm simply saying that there is a way to be sane. I'm saying that you can get
rid of all this insanity created by the past in you.

Q: HOW?

A: Just by being a simple witness of your thought processes. That's my method of
meditation. It is not a prayer because there is no God to pray to. It is simply
sitting silently, witnessing the thoughts passing before you. Just witnessing -- not
interfering, not even judging, because the moment you judge you have lost the
pure witness. The moment you say this is good, this is bad, you have already
jumped into the thought process. It takes a little time to create a gap between the
witness and the mind. Once the gap is there, you are in for a great surprise: you
are not the mind, you are the witness, a watcher.

This process of watching is the very alchemy of real religion, because as you
become more and more deeply rooted in witnessing, thoughts start
disappearing. A moment comes when there is no thought at all. You are, but the
mind is utterly empty. That is the moment of enlightenment. That is the moment
when for the first time you become unconditioned, sane, a really free human
being.

Q: BHAGWAN, SINCE YOU CAME TO THIS COUNTRY A NUMBER OF
YEARS AGO, THERE HAVE BEEN A LOT OF THINGS WRITTEN -- ALLEGED
-- ABOUT YOU AND THE RAJNEESHEES. SINCE THIS IS THE FIRST TIME
YOU'RE SPEAKING IN PUBLIC, I'D LIKE TO GET YOU TO SET THE RECORD
STRAIGHT ABOUT SOME OF THESE THINGS THAT HAVE BEEN SAID. FOR
EXAMPLE, IT HAS BEEN WRITTEN AND PEOPLE HAVE TALKED ABOUT



YOU AS A "FREE SEX GURU," BELIEVING IN PROMISCUOUS SEX WITH
VIOLENT ENCOUNTER SESSIONS AND MIND CONTROL. TRUE OR FALSE?

A: Do you think sex should be charged for? Should it not be free? Should it be
paid for?

To me, sex is a simple, beautiful, natural phenomenon. If two persons want to
share the energy with each other, it is nobody's business to interfere. And to say
"free sex" implies that you want sex also to be a commodity, that it has to be
purchased -- either from a prostitute for one night or from a wife for the whole
life, but it has to be purchased and paid for.

Yes, I believe in free sex. I believe that sex is everybody's birthright to share, to
enjoy. It is fun. There is nothing serious about it. The people who have been
talking about me as teaching free sex are really pathetic. They are sexually
repressed people.

Q: I THINK WHAT THEY WERE IMPLYING IS THE IMAGE OF WILD
SEXUAL ORGIES GOING ON.

A: No orgies are going on. And if people should want an orgy, it is nobody's
business. If a few people want group sex, what is harmful in it? If two persons
can enjoy, why cannot ten persons enjoy together? Once we think of sex as a
natural, joyful fun....

That's why I call the pill the greatest revolution since fire was discovered. The
pill has freed sex from all nonsense, seriousness, marriage, legalities. It has made
man enjoy sex for the first time as man, not like other animals who are in a
biological bondage.

No orgies are happening here, but I am not prohibiting them. It is up to the
people. If they feel like having an orgy, so far so good. But these people are also
conditioned by your society. They also have the idea of relationship one to one.
They also have the monopoly, monogamy, planted in their minds.

Q: ISTHAT NOT GOOD?

A: It is absolutely unnatural. Man is not a monogamous animal at all. He is
polygamous and everybody knows it. You may have the most beautiful wife, but
that does not mean you don't get attracted to other women, that once in a while
you don't dream about other women. Somebody may have the best possible
husband. That does not make any difference. Man is by nature polygamous.
Monogamy iS enforced on him.

Q: ARE YOU SAYING THAT MAN SHOULD FOLLOW HIS POLYGAMOUS
INSTINCTS?



A: He should simply follow nature wherever it leads. Polygamy is perfectly
good. In fact, there is no need for monogamy or polygamy. I'm a little further
ahead. I see the relationship of love or sex as an absolutely free phenomenon.

Q: YOU SEEM TO BE SAYING-AND I BELIEVE YOU'VE SUGGESTED BEFORE
-- THAT PEOPLE SHOULD NOT HAVE ANY "WESTERN HANGUPS, " SO
CALLED, ABOUT SEX. RECENTLY YOU PREDICTED THAT AIDS WILL KILL
TWO-THIRDS OF THE WORLD'S POPULATION, AND YOU TOLD YOUR
FOLLOWERS TO ENGAGE IN CELIBACY OR HAVE SEX WITH ONE
PARTNER. WHY?

A: AIDS is a totally new phenomenon, and the old religions are again
responsible for it.

Q: RESPONSIBLE FOR AIDS?
A: For AIDS.
Q: WHY?

A: They are responsible for everything that is wrong. Homosexuality and all
kinds of perversions were created by religious people, by teaching celibacy.
Now, to force men or women to remain celibate is taking them against their
biology, chemistry, physiology -- their whole nature. It is impossible for them.
They will find some way, and it will be perverted.

Nuns were kept in one monastery, monks were kept in another monastery. There
are monasteries still where no woman has ever entered. Now these monks are
the original homosexuals. These nuns are the pioneers of lesbianism. All kinds of
perverted things have brought AIDS as the ultimate result.

I'm not telling my people to be celibate because celibacy has any spirituality. I'm
telling them that you can be celibate without any repression, just out of sheer
understanding. You are not going to be rewarded in heaven for it, you will just
be being careful about your health. That is enough reward. But if you feel that
celibacy is difficult for you, then use all possible methods to protect, to prevent.
AIDS is going to kill the larger part of humanity.

Q: WHY DO YOU BELIEVE THAT?

A: Because it is spreading so fast. And it will spread... just one contact with a
person who has AIDS is enough, and then those contacts will go on spreading.
Just the other day I was looking into it because we were having the festival.
Fifteen thousand people were going to come here from all over the world. Now it
was a problem: many people can bring AIDS and destroy the whole commune.



We tried to find out. Two sannyasins had it confirmed, and we asked them how
many other contacts they had. One woman had fifty contacts. Those fifty people
may be carrying AIDS and may be having other contacts. That's why I have said
remain with one partner. It is nothing to do with monogamy, it is just pure
hygiene, health. I am telling that on medical grounds, there is no religious basis
to it.

Q: BHAGWAN, LET ME MOVE ON TO ANOTHER SUBJECT. AGAIN, IN
KEEPING WITH SOME OF THE THINGS THAT HAVE BEEN WRITTEN AND
SAID ABOUT YOU AND THE RAJNEESHEES, AND THAT IS THE FEAR
WHEN PEOPLE SEE YOUR BODYGUARDS CARRYING WEAPONS --
SUBMACHINE GUNS-AND RUMORS THAT THERE ARE LARGE CACHES
OF WEAPONS HERE ON THE RANCH. IS THAT TRUE? AND IF SO, WHY
ARE THE WEAPONS KEPT HERE?

A: I'm not a man like Jesus Christ. I will not carry my cross on my own
shoulders. And I'm not suicidal. Jesus must have been suicidal. I love life, my
people love life. I'm not afraid of death. I will enjoy death as much as life, but my
people don't want me to leave the body now, and they have every right to
protect me. I'm not going to prevent anybody who is going to assassinate me.
Why should I prevent my people from protecting me?

If the assassin is free, I'm not going to interfere. And the people who love me and
want to protect me, I'm not interfering with them either. This is something
between those who love me and those who hate me. This is their business, I am
simply out of it. Yes, guns are there, but not according to the rumors. Those
rumors are too much exaggerated.

Q: LARGE NUMBERS OF GUNS?
A: No, not large numbers.
Q: DO YOU EXPECT TO BE ATTACKED? ARE YOU AFRAID OF ATTACK?

A: T am not afraid of anything. I have been attacked many times before. I can be
attacked any time and I'm not concerned about it, but my people are concerned.
Who am I to prevent them if they love me and want to do something? And I have
around me one of the most intelligent groups of people.

Jesus had only twelve fools -- uneducated, unintelligent fishermen, carpenters --
and he himself was uneducated, uncultured. And when he was crucified they all
escaped. They were not in love with Jesus; they were hoping that through Jesus
they would enter into paradise and enjoy paradise.

I give no hope to my people, no promise to my people. They are not going to
gain anything as reward.



Q: SO WHY SHOULD THEY STAY HERE?

A: They stay here because meditation is its own reward. There is no other reward
beyond it.

Q: IN FACT, RECENTLY YOU SEEM TO BE PAINTING A VERY PESSIMISTIC
FUTURE OF THE WORLD AND MANKIND WHEN YOU WARNED THAT A
CYCLONE OF DESTRUCTION BOTH NATURAL AND MAN MADE WILL
HIT THE WORLD, AND THAT THE RAJNEESH RELIGION WILL PROVIDE A
"NOAH'S ARK OF CONSCIOUSNESS," ALLOWING YOUR SUPPORTERS TO
SURVIVE.

A: It is not pessimistic. It is simply factual.
Q: COULD YOU EXPLAIN THAT? WHAT DOES THAT MEAN?

A: It simply means that all the centuries that have passed have been bringing this
day closer and closer. Religions have been talking about peace and fighting and
killing and murdering, burning people alive. On the one hand they will say God
is love, on the other hand they will be burning living people. Christians have
been killing, Mohammedans have been killing, Hindus have been killing. It is a
strange phenomenon that Buddha was born in India, but in India there are no
Buddhists. For twenty-five centuries there have been no Buddhists. They had to
escape because Hindus were killing them.

Q: BUT WHAT ARE YOU SAYING WILL HAPPEN WITH THIS CYCLE OF
DESTRUCTION?

A: We have destroyed the harmony of nature through our unguarded scientific
experiments. We have now in the hands of politicians; who are the most
mediocre people in the world, such immense energy to destroy that they can
destroy this whole earth seven hundred times. Now if just one politician goes
nuts, that's enough -- and they are all nuts. So I am not painting any pessimistic
picture of the future. I am not a pessimist, neither am I an optimist. I am simply a
realist.

Q: BHAGWAN, A MOMENT AGO YOU SAID THAT YOU WERE NOT
PESSIMISTIC; YET, IF I MAY READ ANOTHER QUOTE WHEREIN YOU SAID
"THIS WORLD IS NOT WORTH SAVING. ONCE IN A WHILE I THINK IT
WILL BE BETTER IF THE THIRD WORLD WAR HAPPENS AND DESTROYS
THIS WHOLE STUPID HUMANITY." ISN'T THAT PESSIMISTIC? VERY
GLOOMY?



A: This is optimistic!

Q: WHY?

A: Because if something has become so rotten, it is better to be finished with it.
Q: YOU THINK THE WORLD SHOULD BE DESTROYED?

A: The world has become almost a madhouse. If we cannot change people's
consciousness, if we cannot destroy the boundaries between nations, the
boundaries between colors, and the boundaries between religions -- if that is not
going to happen....

I am trying on my own whatsoever I can; but one cannot simply forget the
reality. The world is divided into nations, into religions, all fighting and trying to
kill each other. One cannot forget America and Soviet Russia, ready to destroy
the whole world any moment. This is simple realism. As I see it, this humanity, if
it is not going to change, is not worth saving.

Q: BUT YOU, AS A RELIGIOUS LEADER, SHOULDN'T YOUR ROLE BE ONE
TO ENLIGHTEN AND TO HELP TO CHANGE...?

A:ThatI am doing....
Q: RATHER THAN TO SAY THE WORLD SHOULD BE DESTROYED?

A: That is part of my effort. That makes my thing emphatically clear: Either
change, or the world is going to be destroyed. So your change is absolutely
necessary. It is not something that can wait, that tomorrow we will change.

Q: LET ME GO BACK... I KNOW WE'RE RUNNING OUT OF TIME. WHEN
YOU FIRST GOT HERE TO OREGON, YOUR SUPPORTERS SAID THAT YOU
WOULDN'T TAKE OVER THE TOWN OF ANTELOPE. YET NOW
RAJNEESHEES ARE IN CONTROL OF THE TOWN AND THE RESIDENTS
THERE HAVE CHARGED THAT THEY WERE FORCED OUT. THERE HAVE
BEEN SUGGESTIONS THAT PERHAPS THE RAJNEESHEES REALLY WANT
TO TAKE OVER THE ENTIRE STATE OF OREGON. TRUE, OR FALSE?

A: 1 want first to make it clear that I am not a Rajneeshee. You should ask
Rajneeshees -- that is their problem. I am an outsider. I am just a guest here, not
even a resident. I am not even living in the City of Rajneeshpuram, but outside
the city in a guest house. I am not a Rajneeshee; I don't belong to any
organization. Now, whatsoever they are doing, you should ask them.



Q: WELL, WOULD YOU WANT TO SEE THEM TAKE OVER THE STATE OF
OREGON?

A: 1 would like them to take the whole world! -- because I feel that they can
manage this world better than anybody else. But I am not interested. I am not a
politician, and that is not my concern.

Q: THERE IS A PERCEPTION THAT YOU AND YOUR RELIGIOUS
FOLLOWING ARE EXTREMELY WEALTHY. IF IT'S TRUE, WHERE DID THE
MONEY COME FROM?

A: My people are rich. In fact, only the very rich, educated, intelligent, cultured
can understand what I am saying. Beggars cannot come to me. Poor people
cannot come to me. The gap is too big. They can hear me but they cannot
understand me. So it is natural: I am the rich man's guru.

Q: ISN'T THAT A CONTRADICTION WITH THE TRADITIONAL
PERCEPTION OF A LIFE OF AUSTERITY LED BY RELIGIOUS LEADERS AND
ASCETICS?

A: 1 simply think those traditions just rubbish. There is no question of
contradiction; I am simply against them. I don't want to be consistent with them.
I want to drop all connections with the past. They have done enough harm.

My conception of a beautiful, flowering being is not that of austerity, it is of
luxury. He will enjoy all that is beautiful in the world -- great paintings, great
music, poetry. I don't conceive of him standing on his head in the hot sun of
Oregon, fasting, slowly destroying himself. To me, all religions of the world up
to now have been sado-masochistic. My religion is for the first time life-
affirming.

Q: ONE THING I THINK PEOPLE ON THE OUTSIDE REMEMBER ABOUT
YOU WHEN THEY READ STORIES OR SEE YOU ON TELEVISION IS THE
FACT THAT YOU OWN SO MANY, OR HAVE SO MANY ROLLS ROYCES.
WHY IS THAT?

A: How many?

Q: EIGHTY?

A: No.

Q: FORTY?



A: Ninety. And they are not so many.
Q: WHY DO YOU NEED NINETY?

A: 1 don't need even a single one. And they don't belong to me, either. But my
people want 365, one for every day. And I go for a drive only for one hour. But if
my people want it, if they are happy and rejoice doing it, I don't want to destroy
their joy. It is perfectly okay.

Q: COULDN'T YOU TELL THEM TO GIVE THEIR MONEY FOR SOMETHING
ELSE, OTHER THAN FOR ROLLS ROYCES?

A: All other religions are doing that. Let them do that as their work. Let me do
my work. All other religions are looking after the poor. At least leave me alone to
look after the rich.

Q: BHAGWAN, THERE HAVE BEEN FEARS EXPRESSED, AS YOU KNOW,
EVER SINCE YOU FIRST GOT TO OREGON, THAT RAJNEESHPURAM
MIGHT TURN INTO ANOTHER JONESTOWN.

A: That's absurd.
Q: ARE THERE ANY SIMILARITIES BETWEEN YOU AND JIM JONES?

A: There is only one thing between me and Reverend Jim Jones, and that is of
absolute opposition. He was a Christian, and Christians are cowards, afraid to
take the responsibility for whatsoever happened in Jonestown. From Jesus till
this Pope the Polack, all are responsible for it, because Christianity is a death-
oriented religion. The cross is its symbol.

There is nothing common between me and Reverend Jim Jones. Everything is
opposite to him.

Q: PEOPLE THINK THE POWER YOU HAVE OVER YOUR FOLLOWERS....

A: 1 don't have any power. I don't have any position. I don't even know my
people by their names.

Q: BUT YOU SEE THEM OUT THERE EVERY DAY AS YOU DRIVE BY.

A: T see them, but I don't even know their names. I don't relate with them
personally, I don't talk with them personally.
What power? I don't have any power.



Q: YOU CAN SEE THAT THEY'RE DEVOTED TO YOU.

A: That is their thing. I am not exploiting their devotion for any power for
myself. I could have declared myself the only begotten son of God. Then it
would have been a power trip. But I say I am simply an ordinary man just like
you. And I emphasize it again and again so that my people can understand that
if this experience can happen to me, it can happen to them, too. It is nothing
special. It is absolutely natural and ordinary.

Q: SO YOU SEE NO SIMILARITY BETWEEN RAJNEESHPURAM AND
JONESTOWN?

A: Not at all. But I see every similarity between Jonestown and the whole world.
Q: THAT THE WHOLE WORLD WILL END UP LIKE THAT?

A: They are trying. Seventy-five percent of their national incomes is going into
making more and more weapons, nuclear weapons. Even poor countries are
trying to create nuclear plants. They are all in tune with Reverend Jim Jones.
Except Rajneeshpuram, the whole world has a similarity with him. This is the
only place.... We are absolutely opposed to destruction. We believe in creativity.
We don't believe in the creator, we believe in creativeness.

And my people are creative. They have changed the shape of this desert, with all
the hindrances from the state, the government, the politicians, the religious
people. Still, they have changed it into a small, beautiful oasis. If no barrier is
created, we can make it one of the most beautiful places in the world.

Q: A NUMBER OF OREGONIANS HAVE EXPRESSED A CONCERN,
HOWEVER, THAT YOU WILL EVENTUALLY ATTRACT UP TO A HUNDRED
THOUSAND PEOPLE TO LIVE IN THIS CITY AND THAT IT'S SIMPLY A

MATTER OF TIME BEFORE YOU CALL ALL 350,000 OF YOUR SUPPORTERS
TO COME HERE TO LIVE.

A: Imay.
Q: YOU MAY?
A:Yes.

Q: WHEN?



A: Anytime. Tell the Oregonians that their fear is perfectly right. Tremble. Have
nightmares. I can call my followers anytime.

Q: AND YOU MAY DO IT.
A: But I may not.

Q: SOME ENVIRONMENTALISTS SAY THAT THIS LAND SIMPLY CAN'T
SUPPORT THAT MANY PEOPLE, THAT IT WOULD HURT THE LAND IF
THAT MANY PEOPLE LIVED HERE. ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT THAT?

A: The people who say these things, have they ever come here? Just four years
ago there was no water. We managed two big lakes, small ponds all around,
enough water. And we can create more lakes, more water. We can make more
land ready to be cultivated. It is only a question of effort, devotion, and the joy of
creation. Those people are simply jealous, lazy, lousy, and nothing else. And it is
our problem, not their problem. If my people die because the water is not
enough, the land cannot support them, then it is my problem, not their problem.
I will not come to them for help.

Q: WHY DO YOU FEEL YOU ENGENDER SUCH HOSTILITY ON THE PART
OF YOUR NEIGHBORS AND OTHER OREGONIANS?

A: There are no neighbors. We are alone here, and we want to be alone here.
Q: PEOPLE IN NEARBY TOWNS....

A: We don't want even to relate.

Q: WHY DO YOU THINK THERE IS THIS HOSTILITY?

A: It is not hostility. It is simply that we want to be left alone.

Q: NO, ON THE PART OF SOME PEOPLE WHO LIVE IN OREGON, SOME
OREGONIANS.

A: Now, that is their problem, and you have to ask them. We don't have any
hostility towards them. All that we want is to be left alone to do our thing. They
are hostile because this land was there, available, for fifty years, and they could
not make anything out of it. And within four years we have made a beautiful
place where five thousand people are joyously living, luxuriously and
comfortably living. They are simply jealous and hostile because they know we



can manage one hundred thousand people here. And to them, number is power.
To us, there is no question of any trip for power.

Q: ISN'T IT REALLY BECAUSE YOU'RE DIFFERENT THAT THEY DON'T
UNDERSTAND YOU? THAT PEOPLE DRESS ALIKE, WEAR VARIOUS
SHADES OF RED, WEAR BEADS?

A: There are so many reasons besides. There was a time when the Christians
were treated by the Jews the same way. Just to be a Christian was enough to be a
criminal.

Q: WHY DO YOUR PEOPLE WEAR VARIOUS SHADES OF RED? WHY DO
THE PEOPLE here WEAR VARIOUS SHADES OF RED AND BEADS?

A: I want them to be recognized by me, and by other people. I want them to face
the world... that they have dropped out of it. I want them to be clearly
individual. They don't belong to this rotten world around. The day I see that
there is no need, they will be using all colored clothes. It is nothing spiritual,
nothing religious; it is simply an identification card put all over the body.

Q: THERE HAVE BEEN THOSE WHO HAVE ACCUSED YOU AND THE
PEOPLE LIVING HERE OF OBSCURING THE LINE BETWEEN CHURCH AND
STATE. IS THIS A RELIGIOUS CITY, OR IS IT A CITY, FOR EXAMPLE, THAT
SHOULD QUALIFY FOR SCHOOL AID? WHAT ARE YOUR VIEWS ON THE
SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE?

A: This is not a religious city. The city has its own functions, religion has nothing
to do with it. Religion is an individual phenomenon. It has nothing to do with
the streets, the houses, the maintenance of the city. Religion is purely individual.
The city is taking care of the collectivity of the community. They are two separate
dimensions. They don't overlap, they don't meet anywhere.

Q: BUT EVERYBODY LIVING HERE BELIEVES AND FOLLOWS YOU.

A: Nobody follows me because I don't have any followers. If somebody is
walking behind me, that does not mean he is a follower. If somebody feels that
what I am saying is true and experiences it as true, what does the city have to do
with it? The truth of the individuals living in this city is their private experience.
The city is for other purposes, mundane. It has nothing to do with religion.

What I am saying is true only about Rajneeshpuram, that there is no mixing of
state and religion. About the outside world that is not true. Everywhere else state
and religion are mixed. Otherwise, why should the Bible be there in the court for



somebody to take an oath? What does it mean? Every Bible should be thrown out
of every court. It is mixing religion....

And do you think the people who are presidents, premiers, governors, are not
prejudiced in favor of some religion? Are they capable of discriminating, so that
when they are in the office they are no longer Christians? It has not been our
experience here.

Q: LET ME GO BACK, IF I CAN, A NUMBER OF YEARS, BECAUSE THERE
HAVE BEEN SOME THINGS WRITTEN ABOUT IT. WHY DID YOU LEAVE
INDIA?

A: For health reasons. I never wanted to leave. India may be poor, may have its
troubles and problems, but it has a beauty of its own.

Q: THERE WERE STORIES AT THE TIME THAT YOU WERE FORCED OUT. IS
THAT TRUE?

A: That is nonsense. I can go back there. Nobody can force me out of anywhere.
If Oregonians cannot force me out of Oregon, do you think Indians can force me
out of India?

Q: DO YOU PLAN TO LEAVE OREGON?
A: No, I never plan anything. But I can leave any day. Or I may not leave ever.

Q: DO YOU THINK THE IMMIGRATION SERVICE IS HOPING YOU WILL
LEAVE THE COUNTRY?

A: They are waiting, perhaps. They can wait... and if I don't want to leave, I will
not leave. I will go on fighting to the end. I will not leave. If I want to leave --
even if the whole of America begs me to stay here -- I'm not going to stay a single
moment. Nobody forced me out of India. In India I was living with my
commune, ten thousand sannyasins were living with me. It was my health that
was getting worse and worse.

Q: ARE YOU RECOVERED NOW? ARE YOU BETTER?

A: Not completely. I am feeling better, but it is just on the boundary line; at any
moment a small thing, and the trouble can arise.

Q: WHAT DOES THE FUTURE HOLD FOR YOU AND FOR RAJNEESHEES?

A:Inever think of the future. We are happy now.



Q: BHAGWAN, I MUST TELL YOU THAT I AM NOT FEELING WELL
TONIGHT BECAUSE I'VE STOPPED SMOKING.

A: I knew. You must be feeling nervous. One hour more, and you will be in a
nervous breakdown. Smoking is a difficult thing for people to stop.

Q: CAN YOU TELL ME A LITTLE BIT, JUST BRIEFLY, OF YOUR DAILY
ROUTINE, WHAT YOU DO HERE?

A: T am a very lazy man. I call myself the lazy man's guide to enlightenment. I
don't do anything. In the morning I have started talking again, as I have been
doing for thirty years. I love it. It is not a lecture, a prepared speech, or anything.
People ask questions, and whatsoever spontaneous response happens in me, I
tell it to them. And because I am not concerned at all about any consistency, I
have made it clear to my people never to say "Yesterday you said this, and today
you are saying this, and these seem to be contradictory." I always insist whatever
I am saying right now is the truth.

Q: YOU'VE BEEN DESCRIBED AS A PERSON OF CONTRADICTIONS. ARE
YOU?

A: T am. Because life is full of contradictions and I am in tune with life.

I am not in tune with Aristotle. Aristotle, I think, is a disease. I call him Aristotle-
itis. Life is very different. It is not a logical system. Now modern physics has
come across facts which have baffled all the scientists because they contradict
Aristotle's logic and Euclid's geometry. They have no obligation to perform
according to the logic man has created. They just go on their way doing their
thing in their own way. I am not a logician, and I have never claimed that I am
not a man of contradictions. I am big enough, as Walt Whitman once said: "I am
big enough to have all the contradictions in me."

And yet, there is a possibility that all those contradictions may become a deep
harmony. They may not remain contradictions, they may become
complementaries to each other. That's how it is in existence; that's how it should
be in life.

Now, give him his cigarettes!
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QUESTION: BHAGWAN, BEFORE WE START, I'D LIKE TO MAKE A COUPLE
OF THINGS CLEAR. I DON'T KNOW WHAT MA ANAND SHEELA HAS
TOLD YOU ABOUT THE WAY WE LIKE THESE DISCUSSIONS GOING. WE
DO A COMPLETE WRITE-UP OF WHAT HAS BEEN SAID, WE EDIT IT, AND
THEN SEND THE COMPLETE TEXT TO YOU OR TO YOUR CONFIDANTS TO
BE REEDITED. THIS IS NOT MEANT TO BE... IF THEY ARE GOOD, THESE
INTERVIEWS ARE NOT MEANT TO BE MUCH OF A QUESTION AND
ANSWER GAME, BUT SOMETHING OF A CONTROVERSIAL DISCUSSION
WHICH FOR YOU IS ONE OF THE MANY OPPORTUNITIES TO GET RID OF
A LOT OF PREJUDICES THAT MAY EXIST AGAINST YOU AND YOUR
RELIGION.

ALSO, THERE WILL BE A COUPLE OF QUESTIONS WHICH HAVE BEEN
ASKED SOME THOUSANDS OF TIMES BEFORE, BUT STILL I APOLOGIZE
FOR SOME QUESTIONS THAT PROBABLY YOU HAVE ANSWERED SO
MANY TIMES.

ANSWER: No problem. You just ask whatsoever you want, and in whatever way
you want. And a question may have been asked thousands of times, but I have
not given the same answer again and again and again. My answer has been a
thousand times different. So you need not be worried; this is my business. You
just ask.

Q: THAT MIGHT BE ONE OF THE REASONS YOU'RE BEING JUDGED BY

THE PUBLIC SO CONTROVERSIALLY, BECAUSE YOUR ANSWERS ARE NOT
ALWAYS THE SAME ON THE SAME SUBJECTS.

A: But I am controversial! It is not a judgment of the public. It is the reality.



Q: YOU SAY THAT IT IS NOT YOUR ANSWER THAT CHANGES, IT IS THE
REALITY THAT CHANGES?

A: Yes. It is reality that changes, and I change with reality. I am certainly
controversial. There is nothing wrong about the public thinking me

controversial.

Q: IS THERE ANYTHING YOU ARE REALLY ANGRY ABOUT? ANY
CONTROVERSIAL ISSUE?

A: No.
Q: YOU'RE BEYOND ALL THIS CONTROVERSY?
A: Tjust enjoy it.

Q: YOUR FOLLOWERS CALL YOU BHAGWAN. HOW SHOULD PEOPLE
WHO DO NOT BELONG TO YOUR GROUP ADDRESS YOU?

A: They have to address me as Bhagwan.
Q: WHAT DOES BHAGWAN MEAN?
A: The Blessed One.

Q WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE MEANINGS OF THE BLESSED
ONE, THE ENLIGHTENED ONE, AND THE AWAKENED ONE?

A: There is no difference.

Q: SO IT'S ALSO TRUE THAT A BLESSED PERSON IS A CONTINUOUS
LAUGHTER?

A: That's true.

Q: AND ALSO EVERY ENLIGHTENED PERSON IS A CONTINUOUS
LAUGHTER?

A: That's true.
Q: WOULD YOU PLEASE FOR OUR AUDIENCE GIVE A BRIEF RUNDOWN

OF YOUR BIOGRAPHY AND YOUR FIRST ENLIGHTENMENT? WHAT
HAPPENED? AND HOW?



A: 1 don't have any biography. And whatsoever is thought to be biography is
utterly meaningless. On what date I was born, in what country I was born, does
not matter. What matters is what I am now, right here.

Q: SOMETHING THAT MATTERS, FOR INSTANCE, FOR THE AMERICAN
IMMIGRATION AUTHORITIES IS WHETHER YOU WERE ADOPTED BY AN
INDIAN GENTLEMAN WHO IS AN AMERICAN CITIZEN, FOR INSTANCE.
COULD YOU ELABORATE ON THAT?

A: Everything has been explained to them. All the documents have been given to
them. Now it is for them to decide. If they decide against me I am going to fight
up to the Supreme Court.

Q: THAT MEANS THEY HAVE NOT YET ACCEPTED THE EXPLANATION?

A: Four years those lousy people are just sitting there, doing nothing -- no
decision this way or that.

Q: I UNDERSTAND THAT YOUR REAL ESTATE AGENTS HAVE STARTED
PURCHASING PROPERTY IN THE HIMALAYAS. IS THAT TRUE? DO YOU
PLAN TO MOVE?

A: No. I don't plan to go anywhere. I am going to be here.

Q: WHATEVER HAPPENS?

A: Whatever happens.

Q:ISEE. BUT YOU ARE STILL BUYING PROPERTY IN THE HIMALAYAS?

A: That is my Indian followers making a commune there, just as I have
communes all over the world.

Q: FOR THEIR OWN USE?
A: For their own use.

Q: I SEE. THAT MEANS WHATEVER HAPPENS, YOU HAVE DECIDED TO
FIGHT FOR YOUR STAYING HERE.

A: T will fight to the very end.



Q: WILL IT BE A HARD BATTLE?
A: It is going to be.

Q: WILL IT BE A LEGAL BATTLE, OR MIGHT THERE BE OTHER MEANS
INVOLVED?

A: 1 would like it to be legal, but if they force me, then everything can be
involved.

Q: THAT MEANS EVEN BY WAY OF ARMED RESISTANCE?
A: Not from my side....

Q: BUT FROM THE SIDE OF YOUR SANNYASINS?

A: No, not from my sannyasins' side either, that is my side.

Q: I SEE.

A: But if anybody tries to be violent in any way with us, we are not nonviolent
people. We are neither violent nor nonviolent, we are simply human beings.

Q: BUT IF VIOLENCE ERUPTS, YOU ARE....
A: We will answer tit for tat.

Q TIT FOR TAT, JA. OKAY, THAT'S A VERY STRAIGHTFORWARD
QUESTION, UH, ANSWER. WHAT DO YOU DO ALL DAY?

A: Nothing. Just nothing.
Q: AND WHERE DO YOU DO NOTHING?
A: Just sitting in my room, in my chair, enjoying myself.

Q: AND WRITING BOOKS? DID YOU WRITE ALL THESE BOOKS THAT ARE
CARRYING YOUR NAME?

A: T have never read my books. Any of my books.

Q: AH, THAT MEANS YOU HAVE YOUR GHOST WRITERS, THOUGH?



A: No, those are my discourses, and my sannyasins edit them.
Q:ISEE

A: And they are published, but I have never read them. What is the point? They
are my words.

Q: HOW COME JUST NOW SOMEBODY, WHOM YOU MAY KNOW, HAS
PUBLISHED A THING WHICH IS CALLED The Rajneesh Bible? THAT'S A BIG
TITLE FOR A BOOK.

A: Bible simply means "the book." It is not a big thing.

Q: WELL, IT ALSO HAS AN ALLUSION TOWARDS THE FOUNDER OF A
RELIGION. ARE YOU ABOUT TO FOUND A NEW RELIGION NOW?

A: T am the founder of the only religion. All those founders were all hocus pocus.
Q: WHY IS YOURS TRUE?

A: Because I find them all... Jesus, Mohammed, Buddha, Mahavira -- you name
the person and I will show you why he is not the founder of a religion but is
simply exploiting people's gullibility.

Q: WOULD YOU EXPLORE THAT ON JESUS?

A: Jesus, in the first place, knew nothing of religion. He never meditated in his
life. Whatever he was doing was prayer, and prayer means you have already
accepted the existence of God, to whom you are praying. Your prayer is based on
a belief, and all beliefs are ignorant. Knowing is something else. If you have
experienced a headache, then you know it; but if the whole world goes on talking
about headaches and you have not experienced it, just for etiquette's sake you
may believe in it. But that belief is ungrounded.

Q: AND THEY ALSO TAKE AN ASPIRIN.

A: If you believe too much, perhaps you may take an aspirin. Then things
become worse than before. Jesus' whole ideology is based on belief.

Q: WHERE I SUPPOSE YOURS, I THINK...

A:... is on experience. I don't say to my people that you have to believe in
anything that I say. I explain to you my experience, you try to experience. If you



find it right, there is no question of believing in it. You know it. If you find it
wrong, of course, there is no question of believing it, either.

Q: APPARENTLY YOUR RELIGION DOES NOT HAVE A SET OF DOGMAS.
A: No.

Q: HOWEVER, THERE ARE SOME SENTENCES WHICH MIGHT, UH, HELP
US TO UNDERSTAND THE ESSENCE OF YOUR RELIGION?

A: No.
Q: WELL, FOR EXAMPLE, YOU TEACH SELFISHNESS.
A: Yes, because it is natural. And I teach to be natural.

Q: YES. LION EATS MAN... SO DO YOU TEACH THE SURVIVAL OF THE
FITTEST?

A: It happens. It is not a question of my teaching.

Q: WHEN YOU SAY IT HAPPENS, YOU ARE NEVER CONCERNED WITH
WHETHER IT'S GOOD OR BAD, THESE THINGS?

A: No question of good or bad; there has never been a question of good and bad.
The fittest survives. And the fittest writes all the histories and all the judgments.
And, of course, he is right. Might is right; and being Germans, you will

understand it better.

Q: WELL, YOU'LL MAYBE UNDERSTAND IT AS WELL, AS YOU
OCCASIONALLY HAVE STRONG PREFERENCES FOR HITLER.

A:1love the man! He was crazy.

Q: SO ARE YOU, YOU HAVE SAID.

A:1am more crazy than him.

Q: THAT'S WHY YOU ARE A BIGGER OR GREATER MAN THAN HIM?

A: No, not bigger or greater -- just crazier.



Q: LAST TIME WHEN WE TALKED TO MA SHEELA, I WANTED TO HAVE
SOME CLARIFICATION OF A SENTENCE IN WHICH YOU SAID, "HITLER,
IN THE END, FAILED BECAUSE HE WAS ONLY A TOOL IN THE HANDS OF
HIGHER POWERS."

A: Don't bring in Sheela or anybody. Just I am here; be direct.

Q:... SHE SAID, "ASK THIS QUESTION TO BHAGWAN, "WHICH I HAVE
NOW DONE. COULD YOU EXPLAIN THIS SENTENCE TO US?

A: You ask directly, don't bring anybody in. Don't make it unnecessarily
complex, ask directly. Why are you afraid of asking the question directly?...
Afraid of people in Germany?

Q: NOT REALLY....

A: No? Then just ask directly.

Q: THIS WAS ONLY A POLITE REFERENCE TO MA SHEELA.
A: Don't be polite to me, because I will not be polite to you.

Q: IWAS ONLY BEING POLITE TO MA SHEELA....

A: Ma Sheela is no more concerned here.

Q: OKAY. THE QUESTION IS: "HITLER WAS AN INSTRUMENT IN THE
HANDS OF MAGICAL POWERS. THIS IS WHY HE WAS VICTORIOUS ONLY
UP TO A CERTAIN POINT." WHAT DOES THIS MEAN, AND WHO ARE
THESE MAGICAL POWERS?

A: Adolf Hitler was very much concerned about astrology. He was not listening
to his generals, where to attack, when to attack. Rather he was listening to his
astrologer, what is the right time, and what is the right place. And the generals
were puzzled because astrologers have nothing to do with military science. But
for five years continuously he went on winning simply because leaders of the
opposite nations -- Roosevelt, Churchill, Stalin -- were following the rules of
military science, and he was just going according to something which is not part
of military science. They could not conceive where he was going to attack. They
could not conceive where they should gather their forces. Finally, Churchill had
to import astrologers from India to England.



Q: APART FROM MILITARY ASPECTS, HOW WOULD YOU JUDGE HIM
MORALLY AND POLITICALLY?

A: Morally, he was as moral as Mahatma Gandhi.
Q: ASMAHATMA GANDHI?

A: Yes, because I consider both absolutely immoral. In fact, he was more a Hindu
than Mahatma Gandhi himself

Q: IN WHAT RESPECT?

A: In his life. In his way of living....

Q: BECAUSE HE WAS A VEGETARIAN...?

A: He was a vegetarian..

Q: BUT HE WAS NOT NONVIOLENT, AS MAHATMA GANDHI WAS.

A: Mahatma Gandhi was also not nonviolent. Just wait a bit; let me finish with
Adolf Hitler. He was a vegetarian. He was an early riser in the morning, going
early back to sleep. He remained a bachelor almost his whole life -- only three
hours before he died, he married. He was not a drunkard, he was not a smoker.
He was a puritan in every possible way, and he lived a life of discipline, just as a
saint lives in a monastery.

You ask me if Gandhi was nonviolent. That was a political strategy -- but he was
not nonviolent. He had declared that after India became independent, armies
would be dissolved. But when India became independent and he was asked
about armies being dissolved, he remained silent. He was really a cunning man.
His secretary said that it was his day of silence.

Q: MAY I DRAW BACK YOUR ATTENTION TO ADOLF HITLER: IS IT TRUE
THAT YOU HAVE A CERTAIN AMOUNT OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN COMMON
WITH HITLER? THERE WAS A JOKE RELATED BY MA ANAND SHEELA --1
DON'T KNOW WHETHER IT'S TRUE. YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO HAVE TOLD
THE JOKE OF A TIGER WHO STUCK HIS NOSE INTO THE ASS OF
ANOTHER TIGER AND WHEN HE WAS ASKED WHY HE DID THAT, HE
SAID, "WELL I JUST ATE A JEW AND I WANT TO GET RID OF THAT BAD
TASTE. " IS THAT TRUE? IS THAT PROPERLY RELATED, THAT JOKE?

A: It will be good if you don't bring Sheela or anybody in between me and you.
Be direct.



Q: DID YOU TELL THIS JOKE? IS THAT YOUR JOKE?

A: I cannot remember. For thirty-three years I have been speaking constantly,
two hours in the morning, two hours in the evening. Perhaps there is no single
individual alive who has spoken as much as I have spoken. So, ask the question!

Q: DO YOU LIKE JEWS OR DON'T YOU LIKE JEWS?

A: 1 love them -- what is the question of liking? I have among my sannyasins
more Jews than anybody else. Almost forty percent of my sannyasins are Jews.

Q: FROM ISRAEL, OR AMERICAN JEWS?
A: From America, from Israel, from Europe, from Germany.

Q: THAT MEANS YOU DON'T HAVE ANY NATIONAL, ANY RACIAL
PREJUDICES?

A: I don't believe in the very concept of nations, or religions. I don't draw any
lines between one human being and another. And if I have told any joke which
you think is anti-Jewish, then I have also told jokes which are anti-Hindu, anti-
Mohammedan, anti-Christian. In fact, I have been telling jokes which are against
me! Jokes are just jokes. They are not a philosophical standpoint.

Q: YOU SAID YOUR RELIGION IS THE FIRST AND LAST RELIGION. SO,
AFTER YOU THERE WILL BE NO MORE NEED FOR ANY RELIGION
ANYWHERE?

A:Yes.

Q: DOES THAT APPLY TO AFTER YOUR DEATH?

A: 1 say it is the first and last religion for the simple reason that I don't consider
old religions authentic religions. They were pseudo. They pretend to be religions,
but they were not religions.

Q: BECAUSE THEY WERE RELIGIONS FOR THE POOR?

A: No. Because they were religions of superstition. Not a single religion has been

able to prove God's existence. Not a single religion has been able to give any
proof for heaven and hell.



Q: THAT DOESN'T MEAN GOD DOESN'T EXIST, IF YOU CAN'T PROVE
THAT HE EXISTS.

A: It does not mean that; it simply means you cannot go on worshipping
something for which no evidence exists in the whole history of man.

Q: SO, MAYBE FOR AN OUTSIDER IT IS SOMEHOW CORRECT TO PUT THE
CORE OF YOUR RELIGION INTO THE SENTENCE: FIND YOUR OWN EGO,
FIND YOUR OWN SELF.

A: NO. Not your own ego, but your own being. And there is a great difference
between the two. Not only different, but they are absolutely contrary to each
other. The ego is the false idea in you created by the society... you are a Jew, you
are a Mohammedan, you are a Nazi, you are a communist; you belong to this
family, this is your holy book, this is your name. You have to remain attached to
your tradition, convention.

All these things contribute to your ego. Out of all these your ego is created... as
just a combination. Your being is not given to you by the society, church,
education, family -- nobody. Your being you bring with yourself when you are
born. It is existential.

Q: IS THIS WHY YOU HAVE SAID -- AND PROBABLY HAVE DONE -- IS THIS
WHY YOU HAVE SAID, "I HAVE TO DESTROY ALL YOUR EGOS"? --
MEANING THE EGOS OF YOUR FOLLOWERS."

A: Yes.

Q: SO, THE TWENTY OR THIRTY PEOPLE SITTING RIGHT BEHIND MY
NECK HAVE NO EGO ANYMORE?

A:You can just look and see.

Q: WELL, THEY DON'T REALLY LOOK LIKE IT, BUT YOU'RE STILL
WORKING ON IT, AREN'T YOU? I MEAN, IF THIS IS YOUR AIM, YOUR
TARGET... WHEN DO YOU, THE TEACHER, NOTICE THAT SOMEBODY'S
EGO HAS BEEN CRUSHED, DISAPPEARED, VANISHED, OR WHATEVER
HAPPENS?

A: Yes. I immediately recognize it.
Q: YOU SENSE IT?

A: Yes.



Q: DOES YOUR PUPIL SENSE IT? (To the audience): WHEN DID YOU ALL
REALIZE YOUR EGOS HAD BEEN DESTROYED?

A: My disciples are at several stages of development. Somebody's ego has
completely disappeared, somebody's ego is just on the boundary to disappear,
somebody's ego is still trying to survive, somebody is trying not to let it go. So
they are at all stages. But I try to explain to them where they are, and where they
have to move from there.

Q: WOULD YOU AGREE TO CALL THIS METHOD OF TREATING PEOPLE
TOTALITARIAN?

A: No, because I am not giving them any orders to follow me. I am simply
sharing my experience. I have not called them here, they have come on their
own. It is their decision to be with me; it is not my decision that they should be
with me.

Q: SO, HOW DO YOU MAKE THEM, MAKE PEOPLE GIVE UP THE FAMILY,
THEIR PROPERTY, THEIR HOME...?

A:Tdon't.

Q: BUT YOU MUST HAVE AN IDEA WHY THEY ARE COMING HERE. I
MEAN, THEY GIVE UP EVERYTHING THEY HAD BEFORE JUST TO BE
CLOSE TO YOU. THEY GIVE UP EVEN THEIR OWN PERSONALITY, AND
WHAT ARE THEY GETTING FOR IT?

A: Whatsoever they feel around me, they are on their own accord ready to leave
everything behind. But I have never told a single person to leave his family or
leave his job. I am not in favor of renunciation. All the old religions were in favor
of renunciation. They were telling people to leave the family, to remain celibate.
They were telling people to move to the monastery. They were taking people out
of the society. I have never told anybody to do anything on my order. But if,
being with me, they start feeling that something is stupid that they are carrying
and they drop it, that is their business.

Q: THE VAST MAJORITY OF YOUR FOLLOWERS ARE COMING FROM
WESTERN CIVILIZATIONS -- FROM THE UNITED STATES, FROM WESTERN
EUROPE -- BUT HARDLY ANYONE IS COMING FROM YOUR OWN HOME
COUNTRY, HARDLY ANY INDIANS. OR AM I WRONG?

A:India is a dead country.



Q: MENTALLY OR PHYSICALLY?
A: Both.

Q: ECONOMICALLY, OF COURSE, AS WELL. A COUNTRY WITH SUCH A
BIG CULTURAL TRADITION, YOU CALL IT MENTALLY DEAD?

A: It was once, but for two thousand years slavery....

Q: WHAT HAPPENED TO THE TAX CASE, BY THE WAY? IS THERE ANY
NEW DEVELOPMENT?

A:Thave no idea, because I have never paid any tax. I have no income, either.
Q: YOU HAVE NO INCOME?

A: No income.

Q: WHAT ARE YOU LIVING ON THEN?

A: Just my friends -- I am their guest. I have been a guest for thirty-five years
continuously -- in fact my whole life. In the beginning I was a guest in my family,
and after that I have been a guest in other families.

Q: JUST ONE MORE QUESTION CONCERNING THE MOTIVATION OF
PEOPLE COMING TO JOIN YOU, TO JOIN RANKS WITH YOU. I HAVE THE
FEELING THAT PRINCIPALLY FRUSTRATED WESTERN YOUTH ARE
COMING WHO SEEM TO BE THE MORE OBEDIENT KIND OF CUSTOMERS,
WHO DON'T ASK TOO MANY QUESTIONS. AREN'T THE INDIANS, FOR
INSTANCE, MORE PRACTICALLY MINDED?

A: Do you think you are an Indian?

Q: NO, NO.

A: Do you see anybody here more frustrated than you?
Q: NO, NO.

A:You go to the commune and see if you can find a single frustrated person.



Q: NOT HERE, BUT THEY SEEM TO BE DISSATISFIED WITH WESTERN
CIVILIZATION....

A: They are dissatisfied because they are intelligent people. Only buffalos don't
get frustrated.

Q: YOU FIND A NUMBER OF INTELLIGENT PEOPLE IN YOUR OWN HOME
COUNTRY, TOO. WHY DON'T YOU ATTRACT ANY OF THEM?

A: I'm telling you, India is a dead country. And everything which is born has to
die one day. Even civilizations are born and they have to die. But it is very
difficult for people to drop the corpses of the ancient past, their glory, their
tradition. They go on carrying the corpses on their shoulders. They are very
traditional, very orthodox, and completely closed to anything new. They have
the idea that their scriptures have all the truth that is possible There is no need
for them....

Q: WE HAVE THE IMPRESSION THE MAJORITY OF YOUR FOLLOWERS ARE
-- I'LL SAY IT, I DON'T MEAN IT NEGATIVELY -- SOME KIND OF
DROPOUTS OF WESTERN CIVILIZATION.

A: No.

Q: IREAD A BOOK BY ANDRES ELTEN AND HE DESCRIBED EXACTLY THE
FEELING THAT HE WAS DISSATISFIED COMPLETELY WITH WESTERN
CIVILIZATION, AND....

A: Will you call Jean-Paul Sartre a dropout?

Q: WHO?

A: Jean-Paul Sartre. Will you call Bertrand Russell a dropout?

Q: IN THE WESTERN SENSE, JA.

A: Bertrand Russell, a dropout?

Q: IN THE WESTERN SENSE, JA, ] WOULD CALL HIM A DROPOUT

A: In no sense can you call Bertrand Russell a dropout. You give on the one hand
the Nobel prize to the man, and on the other hand you call him a dropout.

Q: WELL, LIFE IS FULL OF CONTRADICTIONS.



A: I understand perfectly what you mean. Anybody who is intelligent, is a little
aware of the situation of the world, of the society, of the family, is bound to be a
dropout. Dropping out is absolutely positive. If the house is on fire, you run out
of it. That is not escapist.

Q: BUT YOUR WAY IS THE ONLY WAY TO SALVATION, YOU FEEL?

A: No, I don't say that I'm the only savior, or the only salvation, but....

Q: WHAT ALTERNATIVE WOULD YOU SUGGEST THEN?

A:1don't suggest any alternative.

Q: WELL, YOU CALLED FOR THE CREATION OF WHAT YOU NEW MAN....

A: 1 simply explain to them what I have experienced, and if they feel themselves
somehow falling into a kind of synchronicity with me, then it is up to them.
Whether they want to be with me or go back to their home... I never persuade
anybody to be here; I never prevent anybody from going. It is all up to them.
This commune is completely free.

Q: BUT YET, YOU ARE TRYING TO FORM THE NEW MAN, AS YOU SAY.
THAT'S WHAT YOU WROTE.

A: T am trying to form a new man. It is just an idea, it is not that a new man can
be made like a sculpture. I am just explaining what a new man should be.

Q: THERE HAVE BEEN MANY EXPLICATIONS BY LENIN, BY MARX, EVEN
BY ADOLF HITLER, BUT NO ONE EVER MANAGED TO REALLY CREATE
THE NEW MAN....

A: Because all their ideas were not right, they did not fit with existence, they all
failed.

Q: WHAT'S THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN YOUR NEW MAN AND
NIETZSCHE'S SUPERMAN?

A: Superman is a fascist idea. A new man is not superior in any way. A new man
is really the most ordinary and simple man. Just try to understand one thing: that
I want man to live naturally, ordinarily, without trying to become superior,
without going into a pilgrimage towards paradise. Just be here and now, and
enjoy whatsoever life gives to you. Be creative, be intelligent -- but this is not



making you a superman. Nietzsche's superman created Adolf Hitler and the
whole stupidity that followed. The new man is not the superman.

Q: WHAT HAPPENS IF BHAGWAN DIES? WILL THERE BE A SUCCESSOR?
A: Who cares?

Q: YOUR FOLLOWERS.

A: That is up to them.

Q: WILL THEY VOTE FOR ONE? WILL THERE BE AN ELECTION?

A:Thave nothing to do with it. The moment I die....

Q: HOW WILL HE BE CHOSEN?

A: You have to understand me: I don't CARE.
Q: SO YOU HAVE NO RESPONSIBILITY WHATSOEVER FOR YOUR
CHURCH?

A: No responsibility whatsoever, because every responsibility makes them
slaves. Then I am totalitarian.

Q: ONCE YOU SAID WHEN YOU GO, "MANY OF YOU WILL GO WITH ME."
WHAT DID THAT MEAN IN PARTICULAR? WHAT DO YOU MEAN BY
THAT?

A: When did I say it?

Q: OH, I DON'T KNOW WHEN YOU SAID IT, BUT I READ IT FROM ONE OF
YOUR SCRIPTS. IT WAS..."IF I GO MANY OF YOU WILL GO WITH ME."
DOES THAT MEAN THAT IF YOU DECEASE THAT OTHERS WILL HAVE TO
FOLLOW YOU?

A: No. If you have read somewhere, you must have read wrongly, out of context.

Q: THAT'S A VERY INTERESTING QUESTION BECAUSE IT KEEPS
CROPPING UP IN THE BIBLE, AS WELL. YOU ARE STRONGLY FOR WHAT
YOU CALL DEATH CONTROL -- EUTHANASIA, ISN'T THAT THE ENGLISH
WORD? -- DEATH CONTROL. A MAN HAS THE RIGHT TO GO TO THE
MEDICAL BOARD TO BE FREED FROM HIS BODY, THIS SORT OF THING.



A Yes.

Q: SO THAT'S WHY I'D LIKE TO KEEP TO THIS TOPIC. ALSO, YOUR FIRST
ENLIGHTENMENT STARTED WITH A....

A: You are not keeping to any topic at all. I am trying to keep you....
Q: IHAVE TO ENTERTAIN MY READERS, NOT ONLY YOU.

A: I am not concerned with your readers. I am concerned only with the truth that
I can impart to you.

Q: WHAT'S TRUTHFUL ABOUT DEATH CONTROL THEN?

A: Once birth control is there, death control has to be there. It is just the logical
consequence of birth control. If you try to control birth, you are only trying to
control on one end. What about the other end? You are preventing new children
being born; it becomes absolutely necessary that people should not be just
vegetating in hospitals. They want to die; if they want to die, this is their
birthright. And all medical facilities should be provided to these people....

Q: I THINK I HAVE THE VERY POINT HERE. THE RAJNEESH TIMES
QUOTED YOU JUST RECENTLY, SAYING, "I TEACH YOU TO REALIZE
SUICIDE SO THAT YOU CAN GO FOREVER." WHAT DOES THAT MEAN?
DOES THAT MEAN YOU ARE TEACHING SUICIDE AS PART OF YOUR
RELIGION? IS IT DESIRABLE?

A: T am simply saying that nothing is wrong with death. It is as beautiful as life.
If you have lived, and you feel that now life has no more to give to you, and you
feel that you are tired, exhausted and spent, then what is the point of forcing you
to drag on because an old idiot, Hippocrates, created the medical oath for doctors
that they should always try to save the man? The man wants to die; he is hanging
between life and death, and they go on trying every way to keep him alive. Who
are you?

Q: WILL YOU COMMIT SUICIDE ALSO, UNDER A CERTAIN CONDITION?

A: If I feel like it, if I feel like now there is no work for me, I will. There is no
problem in it. I am Master of my own self; nobody is to control me.

Q: AND WILL YOU ENCOURAGE SOMEONE ELSE TO FOLLOW YOU?



A: No. I never encourage about anything. I simply explain myself, I never
encourage anybody.

Q: YOU ARE A GREAT ADMIRER OF VINCENT VAN GOGH, THE DUTCH
PAINTER, THE ONE WITH THE EAR. YOU SAID SOMETHING LIKE, "HE
COMMITTED SUICIDE FOR THE SIMPLE REASON THAT HE HAD PAINTED
EVERYTHING HE HAD WANTED TO PAINT. SO TO THE WHOLE WORLD
IT SEEMS SUICIDE, NOT TO ME. TO ME IT SIMPLY SEEMS A NATURAL
END. THE PAINTING IS COMPLETED, LIFE IS FULFILLED."

A: Yes, absolutely.

Q: BY THE WAY, WOULD YOU LIKE TO OWN A PAINTING BY VAN GOGH,
IN ADDITION TO YOUR NINETY ROLLS ROYCES?

A: No. I own nothing,.

Q: BUT WHO IS THERE TO DECIDE WHETHER THIS EUTHANASIA
SHOULD BE DONE? IT'S AN IMPORTANT QUESTION -- MAYBE NOT FOR
YOU -- BUT IF DEATH CONTROL IS EXERTED, WHO SHOULD DO IT? A
COMMITTEE OF DOCTORS? A LAWYER? A POLITICIAN?

A: Politicians, certainly not. Legal experts have no business in deciding about life
and death. But the medical profession should be freed from the Hippocratic oath;
that their function is just to save, whatsoever the situation. They should be
allowed... their function is to serve, whatsoever the condition. If the person is still
capable of living a meaningful life, if he is still wanting to live, if he has still the
lust for life, help him. But if a person has nothing to live for and he is telling you
that it is time for him to be freed from this body....

Q: WELL, HE MAY HAVE REGRETTED IT NEXT DAY.
(BOTH JOURNALISTS CONTINUE TO TALK SIMULTANEOUSLY....)

A:You go on interfering with each other!

Q: (FIRST JOURNALIST): BUT WERE SPONTANEOUS PEOPLE, YOU
KNOW....

Q: (SECOND JOURNALIST): YOU KEEP SAYING YOU HAVE NO
INFLUENCE AT ALL, AND YOU'RE NOT TRYING TO INFLUENCE PEOPLE,
BUT YOU KEEP WRITING THICK BOOKS. AND YOU'RE HOLDING
INTERVIEWS.

A: I will continue, but I am not trying to influence anybody.



Q: BUT CAN'T YOU UNDERSTAND THAT PEOPLE ARE AFRAID OF WHAT
YOU DO...? MR. TEERTHA SAID IN AN INTERVIEW, "IF BHAGWAN TOLD
ME TO COMMIT SUICIDE, I WOULD IMMEDIATELY TAKE A GUN AND
KILL MYSELE." IS THAT A REAL EVIL KIND OF INFLUENCE?

A: What he is saying is his side. He is not saying that I am going to tell him,
because I don't tell anybody even to drink a glass of water or a cup of tea.

Q: THERE ARE OTHER MEANS OF INFLUENCING PEOPLE, JUST....

A: No, I am not. I am consistently making them alert not to be influenced by me.
I may be wrong. What that man has said IS HIS trust.

Q: THERE IS A BOOK WRITTEN BY YOU. THE TITLE IS Dying for
Enlightenment....

A: That's perfectly good.

Q: JA, BUT DON'T YOU THINK THAT PEOPLE MIGHT FEEL ENCOURAGED
BY SUCH A TITLE, AND WHAT IT CONTAINS?

A: No. That dying means the death of your ego.

Q: THE DEATH AND ENLIGHTENMENT THROUGH DEATH.
A: Yes, that means the death of your ego... not the death of you.

Q: ANOTHER THING YOU TRY TO DESTROY IS CONSCIENCE.

A: Yes, the conscience that has been created by the society; because only that is
the way to free his consciousness. And these are two different things, except in
the French language. In the French language, there is only one word,
CONSCIENCE for both consciousness and conscience. But they are two different
things. Consciousness the child brings with himself Conscience is given by the
society, the family, the educational system and everybody else.

Q: SO, IF HE IS FREED, IF SOMEBODY IS COMPLETELY FREED OF
CONSCIENCE, HE MIGHT GO AROUND AND DO REALLY HARMEFUL
THINGS.

A: What?



Q: ISN'T IT CONSCIENCE THAT REFRAINS PEOPLE FROM GOING ROUND
HURTING OTHER PEOPLE?

A: It is conscience that has been creating all the wars in the world and killing
millions of people.

Q: MAYBE THERE'S DIFFERENT TYPES OF CONSCIENCE.

A: All the consciences: Mohammedans have done that, Hindus have done that,
Christians have done that. For three thousand years there have been five
thousand wars in the world, and they are still preparing for the third, total war.
This is the conscience of your presidents, of your prime ministers, of your
leaders, of your popes, of your priests. A man of consciousness cannot do
anything wrong. It is impossible.

Q: IS MOTHER TERESA A WOMAN OF CONSCIENCE? I AM JUST
MENTIONING THE NAME BECAUSE I HAVE A QUOTE....

A: Can't you find anybody better?

Q: IT'S VERY GOOD FOR A START, THAT REMARK; AND YOU CALLED
HER, BY GOD, CRIMINALLY MINDED AND IDIOTIC...!

A: Yes.

Q: DO YOU THINK THAT'S THE RIGHT WAY OF CALLING SOMEONE WHO
DEDICATES HIS LIFE TO HELPING THE MISERABLE IN THE WORLD?

A: The people who devote themselves to helping the miserable